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Scalar-torsion theories of gravity II: L(T,X, Y, φ) theory
Manuel Hohmann1, ∗ and Christian Pfeifer1, †
1Laboratory of Theoretical Physics, Institute of Physics,
University of Tartu, W. Ostwaldi 1, 50411 Tartu, Estonia
We consider Lorentz invariant scalar-tensor teleparallel gravity theories with a Lagrangian built
from the torsion scalar, a scalar field, its kinetic term and a derivative coupling between the torsion
and the scalar field. The field equations of the theory are derived and the relation between the
spin connection and the antisymmetric part of the tetrad field equations is found explicitly, which
is an important consistency result for Lorentz invariant teleparallel theories of gravity. Afterwards
we study the behaviour of this class of theories under conformal transformations and find that such
transformations map different theories in this class onto each other.
I. INTRODUCTION
The observation of accelerating phases in the early and late universe [1–3], which is not explained by pure general
relativity (GR) without the assumption of either a cosmological constant or additional matter besides the directly
observed visible matter, has led to the development of a plethora of modified gravity theories aimed at explaining
these observations [4–6].
A particular interesting class of such theories, which has been studied in the recent years, are the so called modified
teleparallel theories of gravity. In the teleparallel approach gravity is attributed to torsion, with the fundamental fields
given by a tetrad and a flat spin connection, instead of to curvature, with a metric as the fundamental field [7–9].
Nowadays it is well known that general relativity can equally well be formulated in both frameworks [10]. Modifications
of general relativity formulated in the either or the other approach however differ in their mathematical structure as
well as in their phenomenological predictions. One prominent modification is the non-minimal coupling of a scalar
field either to the curvature [11, 12] or to the torsion [13–18].
The question arises whether different instances of scalar-curvature, known as scalar-tensor theories of gravity, or
scalar-torsion theories can be related to each other by performing a scalar field dependent conformal transformation
of the metric respectively the tetrad, possibly combined with a redefinition of the scalar field. This question has
been studied for different classes of scalar-curvature theories [19–21], while for scalar-torsion theories only few studies
exist [22, 23].
This article is the second out of a series of three articles which aims to answer this question. In the first article [24]
we discussed scalar-torsion theories of gravity, where the sole restriction we imposed was that the theory is invariant
under local Lorentz transformations and that there is no direct coupling between matter fields and the spin connection.
Apart from that an arbitrary coupling of a scalar field to all other dynamical variables was considered. In particular
the behaviour of this most general class of scalar-torsion theories under the aforementioned conformal transformations
was investigated. We found that conformal transformations of the tetrad and corresponding redefinitions of the scalar
field map scalar-torsion theories onto each other. For more restricted classes of theories, for example those which
are specifically based on the torsion scalar used in the teleparallel equivalent of general relativity (TEGR), there
exists an obstruction on such transformations to map the theories of the chosen class onto each other. The reason
for this difficulty is that under conformal transformations additional kinetic coupling terms appear [22, 23]. This
can be circumvented by using a different, conformally invariant contraction of the torsion tensor, in analogy to Weyl
gravity [25], or by including the kinetic coupling terms into the action. In this article we choose the latter approach.
In the present paper we restrict the general considerations of the previous paper to a newly introduced and more
narrow class of theories, whose gravitational Lagrangian L(T,X, Y, φ) is a free function of four scalar terms: the
torsion scalar T , a scalar field φ, its kinetic term X and a derivative coupling between the torsion and the scalar
field Y . Henceforth we call such theories L(T,X, Y, φ)-theories. This class of theories has a number of relevant and
interesting subclasses and examples, which includes teleparallel dark energy [13–18], scalar-torsion gravity without
derivative coupling [26] or conformally coupled scalar-torsion gravity [22]. A specifically interesting subclass, whose
action is very similar to that of scalar-tensor theory, will be discussed in the third and final part of this series [27].
Our work makes use of the covariant formulation of scalar-torsion formulation of scalar-torsion gravity [26], which is
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2based on the covariant formulation of teleparallel gravity in terms of a tetrad and a flat spin connection, which has
to be varied separately [28, 29].
After the more technical study of general scalar torsion theories in our previous work [24] we now apply the
techniques developed there to the aforementioned L(T,X, Y, φ) subclass of scalar-tensor theories. In particular we
will derive the field equations of the theory, study their relation and obtain the important consistency result for
Lorentz invariant teleparallel theories of gravity explicitly. We show that the anti-symmetric part of the tetrad field
equation is equal to the equations of motion of the spin connection. This feature was shown for various modified and
extended theories of teleparallel gravity [26, 29, 30] and keeps to hold in scalar torsion theories.
As already mentioned, it is an important feature of the previously studied class of scalar-torsion theories that
conformal transformations of the tetrad relate different theories to each other, which are contained in the same
generic class [24]. We study the transformation behavior of the scalar quantities T , X , Y and φ to show that
conformal transformations map similarly different L(T,X, Y, φ)-theories onto each other, so that also this class is
closed under these transformations. In particular this means that a conformal transformation does not introduce new
terms in the Lagrangian which can not be expressed in terms of these scalars derived from the transformed tetrad.
The outline of this article is as follows. In section II we define all notions and tensors needed to write down
the gravitational action we study throughout this article. Afterwards in section III we discuss how the variation of
the action can be performed, before we display the equations of motion for the fundamental fields in section IV. In
section V we study the behavior of the theory under conformal transformations. We display examples found in the
literature, which belong to the class of theories we discuss, in section VII, before we finally conclude in section VIII.
We supplement our work with two appendices, in which we derive the field equations of the studied class of gravity
theories: using differential forms in appendix A, as well as using components in appendix B.
II. DYNAMICAL FIELDS AND ACTION
We start our discussion of the L(T,X, Y, φ) class of scalar-torsion gravity theories by defining their dynamical fields
and the general form of the action functional. As usual in teleparallel gravity theories in their covariant formulation
the dynamical variables are given by a coframe field θa = θaµdx
µ and a flat spin connection
•
ωab =
•
ωabµdx
µ; in
addition, we also consider a scalar field φ. The frame field dual to the coframe field θa will be denoted ea = ea
µ∂µ.
Note that the coframe field induces a metric
gµν = ηabθ
a
µθ
b
ν , (1)
and we use the sign convention ηab = diag(−1, 1, 1, 1) for the Minkowski metric. We denote quantities related to the
flat spin connection with a bullet (•), while those related to the Levi-Civita connection
◦
∇µ will be denoted with an
open circle (◦). This in particular applies to the torsion tensor of the flat spin connection
T ρµν = ea
ρ
(
∂µe
a
ν − ∂νe
a
µ +
•
ωabµe
b
ν −
•
ωabνe
b
µ
)
. (2)
The action we consider throughout this article is composed from four scalar functions of the dynamical fields. We
start by defining the torsion scalar, which is given by
T =
1
2
T ρµνSρ
µν , (3)
where we also introduced the superpotential
Sρµν =
1
2
(Tνµρ + Tρµν − Tµνρ)− gρµT
σ
σν + gρνT
σ
σµ (4)
which is a linear function of the torsion.
We further define the kinetic term of the scalar field as
X = −
1
2
gµνφ,µφ,ν , (5)
as well as the derivative coupling term
Y = gµνT ρρµφ,ν . (6)
3Finally, the fourth scalar quantity will be the scalar field φ itself. The gravitational part of the action is then defined
through the most general Lagrangian depending on these four scalar quantities,
Sg
[
θa,
•
ωab, φ
]
=
∫
M
L (T,X, Y, φ) θd4x , (7)
where the volume form is given by
θd4x ≡ det(θaµ)d
4x = volθ = θ
0
∧ θ1 ∧ θ2 ∧ θ3 . (8)
Note that the action (7) is invariant under combined local Lorentz transformations of the tetrad and the spin connec-
tion,
θaµ 7→ Λ
a
bθ
b
µ ,
•
ωabµ → Λ
a
cΛb
d •ωcdµ − Λb
c∂µΛ
a
c . (9)
We further consider a matter action of the form
Sm[θ
a, φ, χI ] , (10)
which we also assume to be locally Lorentz invariant. It thus in particular follows that the action we use in this article
belongs to the class of actions we studied in our previous work [24].
III. VARIATION
In order to derive the field equations, we will need the variation of the gravitational and matter action. We start
with the matter action, whose variation we now write in the form
δSm[θ
a, φ, χI ] =
∫
M
(
Θa
µδθaµ + ϑδφ+̟Iδχ
I
)
θd4x . (11)
The variation of the action (7) takes the form
δSg
[
θa,
•
ωab, φ
]
=
∫
M
(ea
µδθaµL+ LT δT + LXδX + LY δY + Lφδφ) θd
4x , (12)
where subscripts denote derivatives with respect to the corresponding argument of L. In order to derive the field
equations, we need to calculate the variations of the scalar quantities which appear in the action (7) with respect to
the dynamical fields. We begin with the torsion scalar, whose variation can most conveniently be written in the form
δθT = −2S
ρσµTρσνea
νδθaµ − 2Sρ
µνea
ρ
•
Dνδθ
a
µ , (13a)
δωT = (T
µ
ρσea
ρeb
σ
− 2T ρρνea
µeb
ν) δ
•
ωabµ , (13b)
where we introduced the Fock-Ivanenko derivative
•
Dνδθ
a
µ = ∂νδθ
a
µ +
•
ωabνδθ
b
µ . (14)
For the scalar field kinetic term we find the variation
δφX = −g
µνφ,νδφ,µ , (15a)
δθX = g
µνφ,νφ,ρea
ρδθaµ , (15b)
while the variation of the derivative coupling term yields
δφY = g
µνT ρρνδφ,µ , (16a)
δθY = −ea
ν
(
gρσT µνρφ,σ + 2g
µρT σσ(νφ,ρ)
)
δθaµ + 2g
ρ[µea
ν]φ,ρ
•
Dνδθ
a
µ , (16b)
δωY = ea
µeb
νφ,νδ
•
ωabµ . (16c)
With these variations we can now derive the field equations. We defer their derivation to the appendix, and directly
proceed with showing the results.
4IV. FIELD EQUATIONS
Using the action detailed in the preceding section, we are now in the position to derive the corresponding field
equations of the class of theories we consider in this article. Since the derivation of these field equations is rather
lengthy, we defer it to the appendix; a version using differential forms and our formerly obtained results [24] is shown
in appendix A, while a derivation in components is presented in appendix B. Both calculations yield the same result,
as one would expect.
From the variation of the action with respect to the coframe field θaµ we obtain the tetrad field equation
− Lea
µ
− 2
◦
∇ν (LTSρ
µν) ea
ρ + 2SρσµTρσνea
νLT + 2K
b
aνLTSρ
µνeb
ρ
− LXg
µνφ,νφ,ρea
ρ
+ 2
◦
∇ν (LY φ,ρ) g
ρ[µea
ν] + LY ea
ν
(
gρσT µνρφ,σ − 2g
µρT σσ(νφ,ρ)
)
+ 2KbaνLY φ,ρg
ρ[µeb
ν] = Θa
µ . (17)
Alternatively, one can also lower the upper free index, and transform the free Lorentz index into a spacetime index
by using the coframe field. This yields the equation
− Lgµν − 2
◦
∇ρ (LTSνµ
ρ)− LT
(
T ρρσT
σ
µν + 2T
ρ
ρσT(µν)
σ
−
1
2
TµρσTν
ρσ + TµρσT
ρσ
ν
)
− LXφ,µφ,ν
+
◦
∇ν (LY φ,µ)−
◦
∇σ (LY φ,ρ) g
ρσgµν + LY
(
T(µν)
ρφ,ρ +
1
2
T ρµνφ,ρ + T
ρ
ρµφ,ν
)
= Θµν , (18)
where we have also used the symmetry Θ[µν] = 0 of the energy-momentum tensor. It is convenient to split these
equations into their symmetric and antisymmetric parts. The symmetric part is then given by
− Lgµν − 2
◦
∇ρ
(
LTS(µν)
ρ
)
+ LTS(µ
ρσTν)ρσ − LXφ,µφ,ν
+
◦
∇(µ
(
LY φ,ν)
)
−
◦
∇σ (LY φ,ρ) g
ρσgµν + LY
(
T(µν)
ρφ,ρ + T
ρ
ρ(µφ,ν)
)
= Θµν , (19)
whereas the antisymmetric part reads
3∂[ρLTT
ρ
µν] + ∂[µLY φ,ν] −
3
2
LY T
ρ
[µνφ,ρ] = 0 . (20)
Note that the latter agrees with the field equations derived by a restricted variation with respect to the spin connection,
which takes into account the flatness of the spin connection. Finally, variation with respect to the scalar field yields
the equation
gµν
◦
∇µ (LY T
ρ
ρν − LXφ,ν)− Lφ = ϑ , (21)
which completes the set of gravitational field equations. We remark that these are complemented by a set of matter
field equations, which read ̟I = 0.
V. CONFORMAL TRANSFORMATIONS
Using the action and field equations derived in the previous sections, we now come to the discussion of conformal
transformations. The aim of this section is to show that the class of scalar-torsion theories we consider here retains
its form under a conformal transformation of the tetrad and a redefinition of the scalar field of the form
θ¯aµ = e
γ(φ)θaµ , e¯a
µ = e−γ(φ)ea
µ , φ¯ = f(φ) . (22)
For this purpose we need to calculate the transformation behavior of the four scalar quantities introduced in section II,
which can be derived from the transformation of the torsion, contortion and superpotential tensors, which read
T¯ ρµν = T
ρ
µν − 2γ
′δ
ρ
[µφ,ν] , K¯µν
ρ = Kµν
ρ
− 2γ′δρ[µφ,ν] , S¯ρ
µν = e−2γ
(
Sρ
µν + 4γ′δ[µρ g
ν]σφ,σ
)
, (23)
where we keep in mind that f and γ are functions of the scalar field φ. Note that indices on the transformed (barred)
tensors must be raised and lowered using the corresponding metric g¯µν = e
2γgµν . It then follows that the scalars in
the action transform as
T¯ = e−2γ
(
T + 4γ′Y + 12(γ′)2X
)
, Y¯ = e−2γf ′(Y + 6γ′X) , X¯ = e−2γ(f ′)2X , φ¯ = f . (24)
5Remarkably the conformal transformation of the tetrad and the spin connection yields that the scalar quantities
T¯ , X¯, Y¯ and φ¯ all become functions of the corresponding scalars T,X, Y and φ of the untransformed tetrad, without
any further terms appearing.
With the transformation behaviour obtained we now consider a new, different action functional S¯, which has the
same structure as the original action introduced in section II, but with a different gravitational Lagrangian L¯ in its
gravitational part S¯g and different matter part S¯m. We then evaluate this new action at the transformed fields,
S¯g
[
θ¯a,
•
ωab, φ¯
]
=
∫
M
L¯
(
T¯ , X¯, Y¯ , φ¯
)
θ¯d4x , S¯m
[
θ¯a, φ¯, χI
]
. (25)
Substituting the original fields for the transformed fields using the transformation rules (22), and hence also the
rules (24), we find that the new action reproduces the original action,
S¯g
[
θ¯a,
•
ωab, φ¯
]
= Sg
[
θa,
•
ωab, φ
]
, S¯m
[
θ¯a, φ¯, χI
]
= Sm
[
θa, φ, χI
]
, (26)
if and only if their gravitational Lagrangians are related by
L (T,X, Y, φ) = L¯
[
e−2γ
(
T + 4γ′Y + 12(γ′)2X
)
, e−2γf ′(Y + 6γ′X), e−2γ(f ′)2X, f
]
, (27)
while the matter actions must satisfy
Sm
[
θa, φ, χI
]
= S¯m
[
eγ(φ)θa, f(φ), χI
]
. (28)
Thus, we see that the action retains is form. It follows that the class of theories we consider in this article is closed
under conformal transformations of the tetrad and redefinitions of the scalar field, i.e., by applying a transformation
of the form (22) to the field variables and a corresponding transformation of the action as shown above, we obtain
another theory belonging to the same class.
Further, note that the variations of the transformed variables are given by
δθ¯aµ = e
γ (δθaµ + γ
′θaµδφ) , δφ¯ = f
′δφ . (29)
This allows us to write the variation of the matter part S¯m of the transformed action in terms of the original variables,
δS¯m
[
θ¯a, φ¯, χI
]
=
∫
M
(
Θ¯a
µδθ¯aµ + ϑ¯δφ¯+ ¯̟ Iδχ
I
)
θ¯d4x
=
∫
M
[
eγΘ¯a
µδθaµ +
(
γ′θ¯aµΘ¯a
µ + f ′ϑ¯
)
δφ+ ¯̟ Iδχ
I
]
e4γ θ¯d4x .
(30)
By comparison with the variation (11) of the original matter action one thus finds that the matter terms in the field
equations transform as
Θa
µ = e5γΘ¯a
µ , ϑ = e4γ(γ′θ¯aµΘ¯a
µ + f ′ϑ¯) , ̟I = e
4γ ¯̟ I . (31)
Finally, lowering the upper index and transforming the Lorentz index into a spacetime index using the corresponding
tetrads on each side of the first equation allows rewriting the transformation of the energy-momentum tensor and its
trace as
Θµν = e
2γΘ¯µν , Θ = e
4γΘ¯ . (32)
These relations, together with the transformation (27) of the Lagrangian, allow a transformation of the field equations
detailed in section IV. A lengthy, but straightforward calculation shows that they are indeed invariant under this
transformation.
This concludes our discussion of conformal transformations, and also of scalar-torsion theories with a single scalar
field. Most of the results we obtained can easily be generalized to theories with multiple scalar fields. This will be
done in the next section.
VI. GENERALIZATION TO MULTIPLE SCALAR FIELDS
In the previous sections we have considered a single scalar field coupled to torsion. It is not too difficult to generalize
our considerations to an arbitrary number of scalar fields by the introduction of convenient notations. The numerous
terms which then appear in the gravitational Lagrangian can thereby be written in an comprehensive way, as we
will discuss in detail in section VIA. The generalized field equations are shown in section VIB. Finally, we discuss
conformal transformations and scalar field redefinitions with multiple scalar fields in section VIC.
6A. Dynamical fields and action
Recall that we defined two functions X and Y containing derivatives of the scalar field by the relations (5) and (6),
which enter the gravitational part of the action. In a theory with multiple fields these terms can be generalized.
Introducing the definitions
XAB = −
1
2
gµνφA,µφ
B
,ν , Y
A = Tµ
µνφA,ν , (33)
we can write all possible terms appearing in a compact comprehensive way. We then allow for the gravitational
action (7) to depend on all of these terms, all scalar fields and the torsion, such that it takes the form
Sg
[
θa,
•
ωab, φ
A
]
=
∫
M
L
(
T,XAB, Y A, φA
)
θd4x . (34)
In addition the matter action is now allowed to depend on all scalar fields. As a result, its variation (11) now takes
the more general form
δSm[θ
a, φA, χI ] =
∫
M
(
Θa
µδθaµ + ϑAδφ
A +̟Iδχ
I
)
θd4x . (35)
The variation (12) similarly generalizes and takes the form
δSg
[
θa,
•
ωab, φ
A
]
=
∫
M
(
ea
µδθaµL+ LT δT + LXABδX
AB + LY AδY
A + LφAδφ
A
)
θd4x . (36)
Particular care must be given to the term LXABδX
AB, since by definition XAB is symmetric, X [AB] = 0, and so its
components are not independent. Hence, the derivative of L should not be interpreted as an ordinary derivative with
respect to the components of XAB, but as a variational derivative in the sense
δXL
(
T,XAB, Y A, φA
)
= LXAB
(
T,XAB, Y A, φA
)
δXAB =
d
dǫ
L
(
T,XAB + ǫδXAB, Y A, φA
)∣∣∣∣
ǫ=0
. (37)
Note in particular that LXAB inherits the symmetry from X
AB, such that LX[AB] = 0.
B. Field equations
With these definitions in place it is now straightforward to derive the field equations. We omit the derivation here
for brevity, and provide the field equations in their final form only, decomposed into symmetric and antisymmetric
parts. For the symmetric part (19) we find
− Lgµν − 2
◦
∇ρ
(
LTS(µν)
ρ
)
+ LTS(µ
ρσTν)ρσ − LXABφ
A
,µφ
B
,ν
+
◦
∇(µ
(
LY Aφ
A
,ν)
)
−
◦
∇σ
(
LY Aφ
A
,ρ
)
gρσgµν + LY A
(
T(µν)
ρφA,ρ + T
ρ
ρ(µφ
A
,ν)
)
= Θµν , (38)
while the antisymmetric part (20) reads
3∂[ρLTT
ρ
µν] + ∂[µLY Aφ
A
,ν] −
3
2
LY AT
ρ
[µνφ
A
,ρ] = 0 , (39)
and the scalar field equations take the form
gµν
◦
∇µ
(
LY AT
ρ
ρν − LXABφ
B
,ν
)
− LφA = ϑA . (40)
Here we have used the aforementioned symmetry of LXAB in order to suppress symmetrization brackets around the
scalar field indices. Due to the introduction of the terms XAB and Y A the field equations look formally very similar
to the equations obtained in the one scalar field case.
7C. Conformal transformations
Finally, we also return to the discussion of invariance of this class of theories under conformal transformations of
the tetrad and scalar field redefinitions, which are of the form
θ¯aµ = e
γ(φ)θaµ , e¯a
µ = e−γ(φ)ea
µ , φ¯A = fA(φ) . (41)
in the case of multiple scalar fields. For this purpose, we need to generalize the transformation behavior (23) of the
torsion, contortion and superpotential tensors, which reads
T¯ ρµν = T
ρ
µν − 2γ,Aδ
ρ
[µφ
A
,ν] , K¯µν
ρ = Kµν
ρ
− 2γ,Aδ
ρ
[µφ
A
,ν] , S¯ρ
µν = e−2γ
(
Sρ
µν + 4γ,Aδ
[µ
ρ g
ν]σφA,σ
)
. (42)
This further yields the transformations (24) of the scalar terms in the action, which is now given by
T¯ = e−2γ
(
T + 4γ,AY
A + 12γ,Aγ,BX
AB
)
, (43a)
Y¯ A = e−2γ
∂φ¯A
∂φB
(
Y B + 6γ,CX
BC
)
, (43b)
X¯AB = e−2γ
∂φ¯A
∂φC
∂φ¯B
∂φD
XCD , (43c)
φ¯A = fA . (43d)
We see that also in this case the four scalar functions which enter the Lagrangian show a closed transformation
behavior, in the sense that after the conformal transformation, they can be expressed as functions of each other and
no new terms appear. Hence, it follows that under the transformation (41) the action (34) retains its form, in the
same way as for a single scalar field.
As a final remark observe that the transformation of the matter terms in the field equation, which are derived from
a variation of the matter action, follow a similar set of rules as in the case of a single scalar field. The only difference
from the transformation behavior (31) and (32) arises from the fact that the scalar field source term ϑA now carries
a scalar field index, and so the transformation law becomes
ϑA = e
4γ
(
γ,Aθ¯
a
µΘ¯a
µ +
∂φ¯B
∂φA
ϑ¯B
)
, (44)
while the remaining transformation laws change only implicitly due to the fact that the conformal transformation
parameter γ now depends on all scalar fields.
This concludes our general discussion of (multi-)scalar-torsion theories. In the next section we will connect our
results to a number of specific examples and subclasses of theories studied elsewhere in the literature.
VII. EXAMPLES
After discussing general aspects of the class of L(T,X, Y, φ) gravity theories discussed in this article, we now connect
our results to a few classes of gravity theories which are being discussed in the literature, and have peculiar properties.
In section VIIA we consider the case in which the scalar field is conformally coupled. Further, in section VIIB we
consider a class of theories which is constructed in analogy to scalar-tensor gravity, so that both have many aspects
in common. Finally, in section VIIC we discuss a recently studied class of theories without derivative couplings.
A. Conformally coupled scalar field
In analogy to theories based on the curvature of the Levi-Civita connection, one may discuss a class of theories in
which the scalar field is conformally coupled [22]. The action of these theories can be written in the form
Sg =
1
2κ2
∫
M
[
f(T ) +
1
2
gµνφ,µφ,ν −
C
2
φ2T −DφTµ
µνφ,ν −
φm+1
m+ 1
]
θd4x , (45)
and their cosmology has been studied in the literature. The peculiar property of this class of models is the fact that
they are invariant under a simultaneous conformal transformation of the tetrad and rescaling of the scalar field.
8B. Scalar-torsion analogue of scalar-tensor gravity
A particularly interesting subclass of the class of gravity theories we studied in this article is given by a Lagrangian
L(T,X, Y, φ) that is linear in its first three arguments, while keeping an arbitrary dependence on the scalar field φ.
The action can then be brought to the form
S =
1
2κ2
∫
M
[
−A(φ)T + 2B(φ)X + 2C(φ)Y − 2κ2V(φ)
]
θd4x+ Sm
[
eα(φ)θa, χI
]
, (46)
with free functions A,B, C,V of the scalar field defining the gravitational part of the action. For the matter part of the
action we consider a coupling of the matter fields to a conformally related tetrad, which is defined through another
free function α. One can show that this action retains its form under conformal transformations, so that one can
study a number of different conformal frames; however, this would exceed the scope of this article, and so we defer
the full investigation of these aspects to another work [27].
C. Scalar-torsion theory without derivative couplings
Another interesting subclass is obtained if one allows for an arbitrary coupling between the torsion scalar and
the scalar field, but restricts the Lagrangian to be linear in X and independent of Y , hence disallowing derivative
couplings. If one further disallows a direct coupling between the scalar and matter fields, one obtains an action of the
form
S =
1
2κ2
∫
M
[F (T, φ)− 2Z(φ)X ] θd4x+ Sm[θ
a, χI ] . (47)
A peculiar aspect of this class of theory is the fact that the connection field equations (20) take a simple form, which
is similar to that of f(T ) gravity, and which allows for a number of generic solutions for the spin connection, which
is independent of the functions f and Z; see [26] for a detailed discussion.
VIII. CONCLUSION
In this second article on scalar-torsion theories we applied the general formalism developed in [24] to the class of
theories which is built from the torsion scalar, a scalar field, its kinetic term and a derivative coupling between the
torsion and the scalar field. This class includes interesting models studied in the literature, as we discussed in section
VII, and extends the analysis of such models to the most general possible Lagrangian which can be written down with
the variables mentioned.
For this class of extended theories of gravity we derived the field equations presented in section IV, which we
derived by two methods: in differential form language as well as in coordinate components. The field equations
(19), (20) and (21) demonstrate explicitly, what was proven on general abstract ground in the previous paper of
this series, namely how the variation of the action with respect to the tetrads is connected to the variation of the
action with respect to the spin connection. The spin connection equation of motion is the anti-symmetric part of the
tetrad equation of motion and only those pairs of spin connection and tetrads which solve both field equations can be
considered as solution of the theory.
An important feature of gravity theories including a non-minimal coupled scalar field is their behaviour under
conformal transformations of the metric, here the tetrad, with a function depending on the scalar field. We found
the transformation behaviour of the constituents of the gravity action in V and remarkably they can be expressed as
function of the same set of scalars obtained from the conformally transformed tetrad. This means starting from a
gravity theory defined by a Lagrangian depending on the torsion scalar, a scalar field, its kinetic term and a derivative
coupling between the torsion and the scalar field, the theory is still of this type in terms of the transformed fields
after a conformal transformation. However the Lagrangian as function of the fields changes throughout this process
and so conformal transformations relate different scalar-torsion theories to each other.
All results presented in this article were derived in detail for scalar-torsion theories containing one scalar field. With
the introduction of a suitable counting index which allows to define convenient shorthand notations in section VI we
could easily generalize all obtained results to multiple scalar fields coupled to each other and to the torsion. All of
our findings from the single scalar field carry over to the multiple scalar field considerations.
In summary this paper demonstrates explicitly how the theoretical framework developed in [24] builds the ground
for the analysis of Lorentz and diffeomorphism invariant scalar-torsion theories, which makes these theories available
as viable alternatives to scalar-tensor theories formulated in terms of the metric.
9On the conceptual side an interesting question for the future is to derive the Hamilton formulation of scalar-torsion
theories to determine their propagating degrees of freedom and their initial value formulation. If this is possible in the
generality in which the theories are discussed here is an open question. For the examples mentioned this is certainly
doable.
From the phenomenological point of view, the next steps are to derive observables from this class of theories to
find viability constraints on the Lagrangian in consideration. On cosmological scales dark energy phenomenology is
one source of relevant observables. Particular classes of theories discussed here will be addressed in the context of
cosmology in the next article of this series [27]. Further constraints every modified or extended theory of gravity has
to pass are the PPN constraints obtained in the solar system.
Moreover it will be most exciting to derive the propagation of gravitational waves in this class of theories and to
compare their propagation speed with the speed of light, whose equal speed was recently confirmed.
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Appendix A: Derivation of the L(T,X, Y, φ) field equations using differential forms
Here we show how to derive the field equations of the theory in terms of differential forms, as it was done in the
general consideration of scalar-torsion actions in [24]. Recall the field equations in differential form language
•
DΠa −Υa = Σa (A1)
•
DΠ[a ∧ θb] −Υ[a ∧ θb] = 0 (A2)
Φ = −Ψ . (A3)
The 3-forms Σa and the 4-form Ψ are obtained from the variation of the matter action.
The further differential forms appearing can be obtained by writing the variation of the gravity action (7) as
δSg =
∫
Υa ∧ δθ
a +Πa ∧ δT
a +Φδφ , (A4)
where Υa are 3-forms, Πa are 2-forms and Φ is a 4-form. To identify these differential forms observe that in a first
step the variation of action is
δSg =
∫
M
(
LT δT + LXδX + LY δY + Lφδφ
)
volθ + Lδvolθ , (A5)
where subscripts on L denote partial derivative of L with respect to the subscript. Further expansion of the variation
can be done by using the equations (3), (5), (6) and (8) which define T,X, Y, φ and volθ. Moreover it is useful to
express the torsion scalar in terms of the local and linear gravitational constitutive relation (or supermetric) [30–33]
T =
1
4
T acdT
b
efχa
cd
b
ef (A6)
with
χa
cd
b
ef = 2
(
δ
[d
b η
c][eδf ]a +
1
2
ηabη
c[eηf ]d + 2δ[ca η
d][eδ
f ]
b
)
. (A7)
Denoting the interior product between vectorfields X and differential forms Ω as ιXΩ we find
δT a =
1
2
δT acdT
b
efχa
cd
b
ef = Sa
cd(ιed ιecδT
a + 2T ae[cιed]δθ
e) (A8)
δX = −ηab ιeadφ ( ιebdδφ − ιecdφ ιebδθ
c) (A9)
δY = ηab( ιeadφ [ιeb ιecδT
c + 2T ce[cιeb]δθ
e] + T ccb[ ιeadδφ − ιeddφ ιeaδθ
d]) (A10)
δvolθ = δθ
a
∧ ιeavolθ . (A11)
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Collecting all terms the variation of the action becomes
∫
M
(
LTSa
cd + LY η
fd ιef dφ δ
c
a
)
ιed ιecδT
a volθ +
(
ηab(LY T
c
ca − LX ιeadφ )
)
ιebdδφ volθ + L δθ
a
∧ ιeavolθ
+
(
2LTSa
cdT abc + LXη
adιeadφ ιebdφ − LY
[
ηdaT cca ιebdφ − η
ad ιeadφ T
c
bc + η
ac ιeadφ T
d
bc
])
ιedδθ
b volθ .
(A12)
To bring the variation of the action into the form (A4) we apply the product rule for the interior product ιX(α∧β) =
ιXα ∧ β + (−1)
pα ∧ ιXβ for α being a p-form, to the differential forms in the above equation and use integration by
parts to find
∫
M
−
(
LTSa
cd + LY η
fd ιefdφ δ
c
a
)
ιedιecvolθ ∧ δT
a
− d
(
ηab(LY T
c
ca − LX ιeadφ )ιebvolθ
)
δφ
−
(
2LTSa
cdT abc + LXη
ad ιeadφ ιebdφ − LY
[
ηdaT cca ιebdφ − η
ad ιeadφ T
c
bc + η
ac ιeadφ T
d
bc
]
− L
)
ιedvolθ ∧ δθ
b .
(A13)
In this form we can easily read off the desired differential forms
Υa = −
(
2LTSa
cdT abc + LXη
ad ιeadφ ιebdφ − LY
[
ηdaT cca ιebdφ − η
ad ιeadφ T
c
bc + η
ac ιeadφ T
d
bc
]
− L
)
ιedvolθ ,
(A14)
Πa = −
(
LTSa
cd + LY η
fd ιefdφ δ
c
a
)
ιedιecvolθ , (A15)
Φ = −
◦
D
(
ηab(LY T
c
ca − LX ιeadφ )ιebvolθ
)
= −ιeb
◦
D
(
ηab(LY T
c
ca − LX ιeadφ )
)
volθ , (A16)
which define the field equations (A1), (A2) and (A3). In the last line we used that
d(Qb ιebvolθ) =
◦
D(Qb ιebvolθ) =
◦
DQb ∧ ιebvolθ = ιeb
◦
DQb volθ . (A17)
The first equality is due to the fact that Qb ιebvolθ has no free Lorentz indices, the second uses that
◦
D(ιebvolθ) vanishes
since the Levi-Civita covariant derivative has no torsion and the last one uses the product rule for the interior product
again.
Do evaluate the tetrad field equation (A1) observe that with help of the contortion Kab we can write
•
DΠa =
◦
DΠa −K
q
a ∧ Πq and that
◦
D(ιeb ιeavolθ) = 0, due to the vanishing torsion of the Levi-Civita connections, as already
mentioned above.
Appendix B: Derivation of the L(T,X, Y, φ) field equations using components
In this appendix we show how the field equations discussed in section IV can be derived using components with
respect to a coordinate basis. We split the derivation into several steps. We derive the tetrad field equation (17)
and its equivalent form (18) in section B 1, the connection field equation (20) in section B 2 and the scalar field
equation (21) in section B 3. Finally, in section B 4 we decompose the tetrad field equations into their symmetric and
antisymmetric parts, and show that the antisymmetric part reproduces the connection field equations.
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1. Tetrad field equations
We start with the derivation of the tetrad field equations (17). For this purpose we write the variation of the
action (7) in the form
δeS =
∫
M
(ea
µδθaµL+ LT δeT + LXδeX + LY δeY +Θa
µδθaµ) θd
4x
=
∫
M
{[
Lea
µ
− 2SρσµTρσνea
νLT − LY ea
ν
(
gρσT µνρφ,σ + 2g
µρT σσ(νφ,ρ)
)
+ LXg
µνφ,νφ,ρea
ρ +Θa
µ
]
δθaµ − 2
[
LTSρ
µνea
ρ
− LY g
ρ[µea
ν]φ,ρ
] •
Dνδθ
a
µ
}
θd4x .
(B1)
In order to eliminate the Fock-Ivanenko derivative on the variation of the tetrad, we make use of the integration by
parts formula ∫
M
Va
[µν]
•
Dνδθ
a
µθd
4x =
∫
M
(
−
◦
∇νVρ
[µν] +KσρνVσ
[µν]
)
ea
ρδθaµθd
4x . (B2)
Integration by parts thus yields the variation
δeS =
∫
M
[
Lea
µ
− 2SρσµTρσνea
νLT − LY ea
ν
(
gρσT µνρφ,σ + 2g
µρT σσ(νφ,ρ)
)
+ LXg
µνφ,νφ,ρea
ρ
+ 2
◦
∇ν (LTSρ
µν) ea
ρ
− 2KbaνLTSρ
µνeb
ρ
− 2
◦
∇ν (LY φ,ρ) g
ρ[µea
ν] + 2KbaνLY φ,ρg
ρ[µeb
ν] +Θa
µ
]
δθaµθd
4x , (B3)
which immediately yields the field equations (17). By lowering the upper index and transforming the Lorentz index
into a spacetime index using the coframe field, one obtains the equivalent field equations (18).
2. Connection field equations
In order to derive the connection field equations (20), it is most convenient to make use of the relation
T = −
◦
R+ 2
◦
∇νTµ
µν (B4)
between the Ricci scalar of the Levi-Civita connection and the teleparallel torsion scalar. Since the Ricci scalar and
the connection coefficients of the Levi-Civita connection are independent of the teleparallel spin connection
•
ωabµ, we
find that the variation can be written as
δωT = 2
◦
∇νδωTµ
µν = 2
◦
∇ν
(
ea
µeb
νδ
•
ωabµ
)
. (B5)
Further, note that the only allowed variations of the spin connection are of the form δ
•
ωabµ =
•
Dµπ
a
b with π(ab) = 0,
in order to preserve the flatness of the spin connection. Thus, we can write the variation of the action as
δωS =
∫
M
(LT δωT + LY δωY ) θd
4x
=
∫
M
[
2LT
◦
∇ν
(
ea
µeb
ν
•
Dµπ
ab
)
+ LY ea
µeb
νφ,ν
•
Dµπ
ab
]
θd4x
= −
∫
M
(2∂νLT − LY φ,ν) ea
µeb
ν
•
Dµπ
abθd4x .
(B6)
We now rewrite the partial derivative on LT as a teleparallel covariant derivative, and make use of the integration by
parts formula ∫
M
V µab
•
Dµπ
[ab]θd4x =
∫
M
[
−
•
∇µV
µ
ρσ +K
µ
νµV
ν
ρσ
]
ea
ρeb
σπ[ab]θd4x , (B7)
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in order to eliminate the Fock-Ivanenko derivative on the variation term. This yields the variation
δωS =
∫
M
[
•
∇µ
(
2
•
∇νLT − LY
•
∇νφ
)
−Kρµρ
(
2
•
∇νLT − LY
•
∇νφ
)]
ea
µeb
νπabθd4x . (B8)
Keeping in mind that πab is antisymmetric, we find that the connection field equation is the antisymmetric part of
the expression in square brackets. It can further be simplified by using the relation
•
∇µ
•
∇νψ −
•
∇ν
•
∇µψ = T
ρ
νµ∂ρψ (B9)
for the commutator of teleparallel covariant derivatives on a scalar function. The field equations can then finally be
written as
0 =
•
∇[µLY
•
∇ν]φ+ LY
•
∇[µ
•
∇ν]φ− 2
•
∇[µ
•
∇ν]LT + LY
•
∇[µφK
ρ
ν]ρ − 2
•
∇[µLTK
ρ
ν]ρ
= ∂[µLY φ,ν] −
1
2
LY
(
T ρµνφ,ρ + 2T
ρ
ρ[µφ,ν]
)
+ T ρµν∂ρLT + 2T
ρ
ρ[µ∂ν]LT
= 3∂[ρLTT
ρ
µν] + ∂[µLY φ,ν] −
3
2
LY T
ρ
[µνφ,ρ] .
(B10)
These are the field equations (20).
3. Scalar field equation
Variation with respect to the scalar field yields
δφS =
∫
M
(LXδφX + LY δφY + Lφδφ+ ϑδφ) θd
4x
=
∫
M
[gµν (LY T
ρ
ρν − LXφ,ν) δφ,µ + (Lφ + ϑ)δφ] θd
4x
=
∫
M
[
gµν
◦
∇µ (LXφ,ν − LY T
ρ
ρν) + Lφ + ϑ
]
δφθd4x ,
(B11)
where we have applied integration by parts to obtain the last line. The scalar field equation thus reads
gµν
◦
∇µ (LXφ,ν − LY T
ρ
ρν) + Lφ + ϑ = 0 . (B12)
We see that we obtain the scalar field equation (21).
4. Relation between field equations
We finally decompose the tetrad field equations (18) into their symmetric and antisymmetric parts. The symmetric
part (19) is straightforward to derive by making use of the relation
S(µ
ρσTν)ρσ = −2T
ρ
ρσT(µν)
σ +
1
2
TµρσTν
ρσ
− T ρσ(µTν)ρσ . (B13)
Therefore, we focus on the antisymmetric part, which reads
0 = 2
◦
∇ρ
(
LTS[νµ]
ρ
)
+ LT
(
T ρρσT
σ
µν + T
ρσ
[νTµ]ρσ
)
−
◦
∇[ν
(
LY φ,µ]
)
− LY
(
1
2
T ρµνφ,ρ + T
ρ
ρ[µφ,ν]
)
= 2∂ρLTS[νµ]
ρ + LT
(
3
◦
∇[ρT
ρ
µν] + T
ρ
ρσT
σ
µν − T
ρσ
[µTν]ρσ
)
+ ∂[µLY φ,ν] −
3
2
LY T
ρ
[µνφ,ρ] .
(B14)
For the first term we find
2∂ρLTS[νµ]
ρ = 3∂[ρLTT
ρ
µν] . (B15)
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Further, we calculate
◦
∇[ρT
ρ
µν] = ∂[ρT
ρ
µν] +
◦
Γρσ[ρT
σ
µν] −
◦
Γσ[µρT
ρ
|σ|ν] −
◦
Γσ [νρT
ρ
µ]σ
= ∂[ρT
ρ
µν] +
•
Γρσ[ρT
σ
µν] −K
ρ
σ[ρT
σ
µν]
=
2
3
•
Rρ[µν]ρ −
1
3
(
T ρµνT
σ
σρ − T
ρσ
[µTν]ρσ
)
= −
1
3
(
T ρµνT
σ
σρ − T
ρσ
[µTν]ρσ
)
,
(B16)
where we have used the facts that the Levi-Civita connection has vanishing torsion and the teleparallel connection
has vanishing curvature, which can be expressed as
◦
Γρ[µν] = 0 ,
•
Rσµνρ = 0 . (B17)
Hence, we obtain
3
◦
∇[ρT
ρ
µν] + T
ρ
µνT
σ
σρ − T
ρσ
[µTν]ρσ = 0 , (B18)
so that the antisymmetric part of the field equations finally reduces to
0 = 3∂[ρLTT
ρ
µν] + ∂[µLY φ,ν] −
3
2
LY T
ρ
[µνφ,ρ] . (B19)
This is simply the connection field equation (20).
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